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editor even to look at his manuscript. My friend the
* Journeyman Engineer9 found no such difficulty, and if
the ordinary reader could only have heard the words in
which the * Journeyman Engineer' spoke to me of Mr.
Froude's kindness to him, the ordinary reader would *
admit that I am not wrong in thinking Mr. Froude's
action in this case well worthy of distinctive mention.
It was hardly ever my fortune to agree with Froude in
any of the principal views which he expressed, or the
estimates of historical men and women which he devoted
his genius and magnificent style to recommend to the
public; I have no memories of the man himself but
those which remind me of a genial and a noble nature,
of a delightful companion, and a sympathetic friend.

There is an association of contrast as well as an asso-
ciation of likeness, and it is no doubt this association of
contrast that makes it seem natural to bring together
the name of Mr. Froude and the name of Mr. Freeman.
jN"o two historians could possibly have worked at history
with a more utter diversity of inspiration, method, and
style. The two men, as everybody knows, were brought
into almost incessant controversy; sometimes, indeed,
talked at each other where no direct controversy was
acknowledged on either side, and the students of either
school were constantly confuting Froude out of the
words of Freeman, or hurling Froude's volume at Free-
man's head. I have certainly no intention of reviving
the controversy, as my purpose is only to recall some
memories of the men. I only came to know Freeman
personally during the later years of his life, although, of
course, I had studied his works with attention, with
admiration, and even with reverence. In those later
years Freeman was drawn a good deal into political
work, and even went so far as to contest an English
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